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ACCIDENT

Aircraft Type and Registration: P�per PA-32-260 Cherokee S�x, G-BHGO

No & Type of Engines: � Lycom�ng O-540-E4B5 p�ston eng�ne

Year of Manufacture: �978

Date & Time (UTC): �� December 2005 at �300 hrs

Location: Eshott Airfield, Northumberland

Type of Flight: Pr�vate

Persons on Board: Crew - � Passengers - 4

Injuries: Crew - None Passengers - � (Ser�ous)
   � (M�nor)

Nature of Damage: Damage to fuselage, w�ng, hor�zontal stab�l�ser, eng�ne, 
propeller and land�ng gear (beyond econom�c repa�r)

Commander’s Licence: Pr�vate P�lot’s L�cence

Commander’s Age: 44 years

Commander’s Flying Experience: 390 hours (of wh�ch �2 were on type)
 Last 90 days -  �2 hours
 Last 28 days - 0.5 hours

Information Source: A�rcraft Acc�dent Report Form subm�tted by the p�lot 
and further enquiries by the AAIB

Synopsis

Follow�ng a normal land�ng on a paved runway �n 
gusty w�nd cond�t�ons, the a�rcraft veered to the left and 
departed the s�de of the runway w�thout the p�lot be�ng 
able to rega�n control.  The a�rcraft h�t an embankment 
and three fence posts, damag�ng the a�rcraft and caus�ng 
a ser�ous sp�nal �njury to one of the passengers.  The 
cause of the loss of control on the ground could not be 
establ�shed but the gusty w�nd, the p�lot’s d�stract�on 
dur�ng the approach, or an acc�dental control �nput could 
have been contr�butory factors.

History of the flight

On the day of the acc�dent the p�lot dec�ded to take four 
passengers on a scenic flight from Eshott to Newcastle 
A�rport and then return to Eshott v�a the br�dges over 
the R�ver Tyne.  The passenger �n the r�ght front seat 
had not flown in a light aircraft before but he was keen 
to conquer his fear of flying and was considering taking 
flying lessons.  The pilot believed that he briefed him not 
to touch the control yoke or the rudder pedals, although 
the passenger did not recall such a briefing.  The pilot 
commented that it was a “bit bumpy” during the flight to 
Newcastle, due to turbulence caused by strong w�nd, and 
after land�ng the p�lot and passengers went for coffee at 
the a�rport.
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The p�lot and the front-seat passenger later prov�ded 
differing reports of what occurred during the flight to 
Newcastle and the return flight to Eshott, which did 
not include flight over the bridges on the River Tyne.  
W�thout recorded data or �ndependent w�tnesses �t 
was not poss�ble for the AAIB to reconc�le the reports 
and ne�ther vers�on prov�ded a d�rect explanat�on of 
the land�ng acc�dent.

Arr�v�ng back at Eshott, the p�lot set up an approach to 
Runway 26 using three stages of flap and an approach 
speed of 85 to 90 KIAS.  The p�lot est�mated the w�nd 
to be from 240° and gust�ng to �5 kt and the w�nd at 
Newcastle A�rport, �5 nm to the south, was reported 
as 230° at �7 to 2� kt. The p�lot reported that the 
front-seat passenger was chatt�ng dur�ng the approach 
so he asked him to be quiet, although the passenger’s 
recollection differed: the passenger believed the 
pilot was distracted because he was having difficulty 
locating the airfield.  The touchdown on the paved 
runway surface was normal accord�ng to both the p�lot 
and front-seat passenger.  The p�lot sa�d the a�rcraft 
tracked stra�ght along the centrel�ne for approx�mately 
35 m and then suddenly veered to the left.  At first the 
p�lot thought a tyre had burst so he dec�ded aga�nst 
a go-around.  He appl�ed full r�ght pedal but th�s d�d 
not seem to have any effect so he appl�ed the brakes.  
The p�lot reported that he could not rega�n control and 
the a�rcraft sk�dded off the edge of the runway and h�t 
the s�de of a so�l embankment about 2 ft h�gh.  The 
embankment arrested the a�rcraft’s s�deways movement 
but �t cont�nued roll�ng forwards, str�k�ng three sol�d 
wooden fence posts in quick succession before coming 
to rest.  The p�lot stated that he began h�s shutdown 
checks as soon as he real�sed that they were go�ng to 
h�t the fence.  The front-seat passenger sa�d that the 
a�rcraft veered sharply to the left shortly after land�ng 
and he remembered hear�ng a “bang, bang, bang” as the 

a�rcraft h�t the fence posts.  He sa�d he also remembered 
the left s�de of the a�rcraft com�ng to rest wh�le he 
cont�nued to travel forwards and then he felt h�mself 
be�ng jerked forwards, although he d�d not h�t h�s head.  
After the a�rcraft came to rest, the p�lot and the front-
seat passenger were able to ex�t v�a the forward door 
and the rema�n�ng passengers ex�ted v�a the rear door.  
Assistance from the airfield services arrived within five 
m�nutes.  The a�rcraft’s cab�n rema�ned v�rtually �ntact 
but, desp�te th�s, the front-seat passenger susta�ned a 
serious spinal injury and required hospitalisation.

The owner of the aircraft was at the airfield at the 
t�me of the acc�dent and watched the a�rcraft land.  He 
sa�d �t was a normal touchdown but then the a�rcraft 
d�sappeared from h�s v�ew beh�nd a hangar.  Shortly 
afterwards he rece�ved a call on h�s mob�le phone from 
the p�lot say�ng that he had had an acc�dent.  The owner 
�n�t�ally thought �t was a joke because he had seen such 
a normal landing and had difficulty believing that an 
acc�dent could have ensued.

Aircraft examination

The a�rcraft was not exam�ned by the AAIB but 
photographs of the a�rcraft revealed that the major�ty 
of �mpact damage occurred to the left w�ng lead�ng 
edge and left s�de of the hor�zontal stab�l�ser, wh�ch 
was cons�stent w�th the �mpact w�th the fence posts and 
embankment.  The propeller blade t�ps were both bent 
m�ldly back, wh�ch was cons�stent w�th a low power 
sett�ng.  Both ma�n land�ng gear legs and the nose leg 
rema�ned attached but the nose leg had susta�ned a 
sl�ght bend.  Desp�te the damage, the owner reported 
that the nose wheel steered freely �n both d�rect�ons 
when the rudder pedals were appl�ed. 
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Analysis

The pilot stated that everything happened so quickly after 

landing that he was unable to determine specifically what 

caused the a�rcraft to leave the runway.  He thought that 

there could have been a “freak gust” of w�nd dur�ng the 

land�ng or, poss�bly, h�s passenger acc�dentally appl�ed 

the rudder pedal.  However, the front-seat passenger 

sa�d he d�d not touch the controls at any po�nt dur�ng 

the flight, that he kept his feet behind a metal rim on the 

floor and that he believed that his feet would not have 

reached the pedals.

Accord�ng to both the p�lot and the front-seat passenger, 
the atmosphere between them during the final approach 
�nto Eshott was tense.  Th�s would have contr�buted to 
the p�lot’s mental workload and could have contr�buted 
to the loss of control after land�ng, part�cularly �n the 
gusty w�nd cond�t�ons.

In summary, the cause of the loss of control on the 
ground could not be pos�t�vely establ�shed but the gusty 
w�nd, the p�lot’s d�stract�on dur�ng the approach or an 
acc�dental control �nput could have been contr�butory 
factors.  


